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TO THOMAS W. DORR, BSd. 

BfR : The criisis has now arrit^, vtreiritibeaomea 
you kndyouc, friends to pame, md to releot on tM 
issue to be made. Aa a krWyer, you must be aware 
thdt, even should Obligress and'^e Supreme Oouft 
of the United States decide in fiswror of yourptinci* 
pies, they will demand incontrovertible proofs of Ihe 
fact you assume^ that a majority of the 23)000'white 
male citi^pens in this State, a6iuallf/ voted jbt^tfm 
People^ s Consiituiion. To make out. the proofe, 
you must be well aware iis the business of your pat'* 
ty which makes the ^laim. Ton must ailso be wel 
aware, Hiat neither Congress nor the Coart, will «^ 
ceptof any evidence unless it be strictly of a legal 
character ; such as returns made by officers le^Uy 
chosen, attd swvnn, m* retuvns swdm lo^wlieii'inide. 
In confirmation of this truth, you are respectfully 
invited to publish the letter of Ma. Benrinr, wfaieh 
has not yet been allowed to pass into the liands dt 
the public j and no longer to deceive those who 
have been duped by the pretence that the buf den df 
proof is with the government of the State. IFoti, 
Sir, have the proofs to make out — ^you know it well. 
It is time you were about it, te learn how large a 
number of your votes can be sworn to ; and, to aid 
you in the work, permit me to lliy before you, <die 
few following pages. A SurrRAOB Mior. 
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Providence, 1058 

N. Providence, 220 

Smithfield, 382 

Cumberland, 293 

Scttuate, 208 

Cranston, 169 

Johnstan, 139 

Gloucester, 138 

Foster, 126 

BurrUlville, . 237 

Newport, * 317 

Portsmouth, 67 

Middletown, •12 

Tiverton, 100 

Little Compton, 18 
New Bhoreham, TITJ 

Jamestown, 30 

S. Kingstown, 135 

Westerly, 107 

N. Kingstown, 81 

£xeter, 63 

Cbarlestown, *60 

Hopkinton, 80 

Richmond, 45 

Warwick, 308 

Coventry, 166 

B. .Greenwich, 62 

W. Greenwich, 9 

.Bristol, 160 

Warren, 103 

Harrington, 28 
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319 

106 

249 

186 

121 

110 

86 

212 

70 

167 

102] 

63 

2 

44 

4 

27 

9 

91 

76 

110 

11 

24] 

89 

•40 

168 

130 

37 

17 

66 

34. 
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306 

78 

266 

189 

116 

98 

94 

120 

60 

96 

122 

29 

3 

20 

20 
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8 

55 

65 

90 

7 

29 

87 

45 

107 

90 

33 

4 

46 

19 

00 
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863 
111 
204 
147 
196 
119 
110 

62| 
186 

71 
380 
109 

78 
176 

91 

80 

36 
224 
106 
135 
119 

55 
101 

70 
207 
197 
112 
114 
229 
184 

45|| 
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3553 

708 
1338 
892 
524 
400 
347 
401 
238 
280 
1207 
127 

25 
2741 

43 
124 

66 
275 
251 
251 
134 
100 
160 
132 
895 
008 
137 

48 
366 
210 

53 



2154 

402 

.664 

504 

220 

250 

215 

260* 

50 

150<»l 

327 

89 

00 

115 

t 

t 
00 

89 

37 

146 

00 



417 
21 
69 
17 

140 
42 
40 



4927 2684 2392 4916 13966 6417 

* No retom— Number estimated. f No meetings, f ^o retarn. 



REMAlikS. 



The WKole number of pers^^ clainfed to hare,, 
voted for the People's Conslitution.ia 13,96,6. , Thfl,; 
number in the State set down by the Sofirsge I^tT:, 
ty as being entitled to vote, ip 23,542. Thjs nuiOr . 
ber''vot1n| was theref 'ority. of 21,95 nioi!^, 

than one naif, and a ; iif 3,390j over tltoa^ .. 

whi^'di'd not vote. £ ual, mode of votipg, 

been adopted, there' ^ : been ijeither ma^jctr-,. 

ity hor pinrality, as conclusively, show. , 

For, at the exi^iration >t three days, thougb.,, 

the poFla had been rei n place, to plac^ th« 

whole humbor cast aqioutitttd to less than, lfl,6pfl;,_ 
atid the remainder were obtained in the succeeding 
three'Hays, by PROXY, as' follows: ,,...,: .-. , 

A^'a preliminary measure, to seeing a strong vqte,,: \ 
Vigilance Committees had been, apppiuted ^cjd VJir. -. 
gariizedELt in early day previous to tji^tiipepfvoUpgt; 
Th^se commUteeS thoroughly ^anva^sed t^eiT.rq- i 
spective'^ards, districts and to^ns, ti^d aacer^Min^ ,^ 
generally; who would go to the polls and Tol«i wh9„ 
would be prevented from attending t,he,pplis by ,re»-^,' 
sonyif sickness, or other' bodily. inQrinity, ftn4 vbo. . 
by'reasonifabsenc " ' ~ Wherever ADS':, 

of Ihb' latter descrif rg .fo\ind faw-, , 

abt(! to the Peopte'i ipr.b^lot^ .Twa., . 

{nesented to them ;, ip b^.beld.jn:!, 

reserve for usfe, or JSp tJhenr,wgii«iT,.; 

tordA' wiien the '6 -ive. Pj; ^neh-. 

means, there were about toub thousand Bijxoie 



not far from thirty per cent, of the aggr^ate number 
given in iby pboxt on the 4th, 5th and 6th days. 
Not one ofthe^efour thousand persons came to the 
foils ^ many of them were at the tim^e absent from the 
State, and portions of them belonging to sundry 
whalemen and other vessels, were on the ocean, and 
some of them it is believed, notj'ar fkom Gape Horn. 
How many spurious votes were cast on the first three 
days, it would be difficult to determine. But it is 
well known that more than three hundred were cast 
in one town, by unnaturalized foreigners and others 
than whom the People's Constitution recognized as 
voters. Many votes were given in the names of 
persons who never existed, while many voted sev- 
eral times each, some in different towns, voting from 
poll to poll, and numbers of votes were cast by mi- 
nors, and others by persons whose residence in the 
State did not exceed as many weeks as the constitu* 
tion required months. Alt these facts admit of good 
and valid proof; and how many of the proxy votes 
bore fictitious signatures, or were fraudulent in them- 
selves, perhaps no one will ever know. That many 
such were given in, there can be no reasonable doubt, 
as no oath was taken by any one, either Moderator, 
Clerk, Voter, or Proxy, an'd none was required — ^as 
it was determined to have a large vote. And as all that 
was required for the admission of a proxy vote^ was, 
that it should be signed by the person from whom 
it purported to come, and be countersigned by a per- 
son who had voted himself. Scarcely a doubt can 
be entertained that much fraud must have been com- 
mitted in this procedure. And it is thought not to 
be an exaggeration of the facts, to suppose that, dur- 
ing the six days, at least three thousand spurious 
votes were received. That number deducted, would 
cut down the sum total to 10,966 ; and which would 
leave the People's Constitution in a minority, by 
2,676 votes. 



^^ The only question is, is this the true state of the 
^^y^ busioess* It is so believed by many. Then, on 
" ^ whom rests the burthen of proof? If the returns of 
"iik votes claimed a legal sanction, and were the attested 
'^ records of sworn officers under the law, the records 
am would be prima facia evidence, and could not be 
OBK invalidated without legal proofs. But it is not so. 
b Not a solitary word or name in those reports, is sue- 
itk tainedbyoathof anydescriptioo. The returns there- 
^ fore, cannot be taken as record evidence; Before 
they can be admitted as evidence of the alleged facts 
they set forth,- in any legislative or judicial body, 
they must be substantiated by oath ; and every vote 
they record, as a whole, or in detail, must be sworn 
to, Of at least so many as to make up a majority 
(11,772.) Those therefore who make the claim in 
behalf of the People's Constitution, must on every 
principle of law and equity, make out the case for 
themselves^ They must also make it out by sworn ' 
evidence. Can they do that ? Let them try. We 
are bold to say, if we admitted them to be right in 
other matters, which we do not believe, it is out rf 
their power to prove, under oath, and which they 
are bound to do, that their constitution received even 
11,000 such votes as that constitution requires. 

THE COMPARISON. 

Having made the foregoing statements, let us now 
advert to some incidental points, and see how far 
they bear us out. 

Ouy Monday, April 18, 1842, the first election 
occurred under the People's Constitution. True, it 
was a damp and disagreeable day, though not aa 
extcemely inclement one. The excitement had m 
no measure abated. Every means was made use of 
to rally the friends of the constitution. Yet, after 
all, as will be seen by reference to the table, only 
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6,4t7 penons yot«d ,' a firiHing off of 7^449 fmm tUe 
TOto claimed for the cohstitiition. Itk vain to 
mike the'attempt to acconnt for this greit defid^ncy 
byi^refioe^ to the unfavorGtble state of the weatbeA 
Gieat^reUack^ was placed on the vote to be caist on 
thelf day, as"a testx>f the ^arty strength ; and it uraj ' 
to have been.' expected that/ iniill det^sety peopled*; 
dialrietc^ afnli vote tiroald be brought outi* Y6t,in ' 
the^ity of *Providetice alone, thefalKng off froih'the 
vote >on 'the constitution, as the table will 8h'ow,'wad' 
1^889 <votes, 'nearly 40 per cent, and in Bristol, Wai^' 
renand 'Newport, the deficiency is 1,274 — ^being ' 
mere -t hail 60 percent. Tdkthg Providence and 
thelailertKree'townsin the aggiiegate, the deficiency 
i8 8;673.* The* whole number said to have been 
given 'in these four plkces, for the constitution, is' 
SySSS'; and the falling ^ff is ilt fraictioh o^er 50 per 
cenf> or mere than ond half. The deficiency thnSugh-^ ' 
oufe^he 1 Stiitej is, in the aggregate, biit little more^^ 
than^that; and the facts show that th^ weatthi^r^ 
produced litfle or no effect. 

Another excuse is, that thelaw passed at the late 
extra eesBioh of the Cleneml AiMsembly had the effect 
to keep people froni^the polls. ' This excuse is with* " 
out foundJation inirath orreaseh, as respects towns ' 
in which meetings were held. The law had refer- 
ence only to wardens, moderators, clerks, and can- 
didates for office, and every man was left, free from 
all iegai liability, to vote; or .not to vote,- as he mighk 
eleet. The terrors of the law ' did not reach the 
voter, and were not intended for him.' If therefoee"^ 
men^were not Hfraid to act in-tfficialr capacities, it is 
folly to talk of the featd of voters. The law 4id " 
however opemte4o. prevent meetings in some towns, 
in .which none were fonhd hardy ^noogfh to preirfde; 
Those .'towns were Little Comptoh, * Charlestowii, ^ * 
Hopkinton, Richmond and probably New Shoreh^^, 
whidb altogether igare^r th^ People's OonstitutiiHa/^ 



only 559 votes, as claimed* Add that whole num- 
ber to the 6417 reported, and the amount will be 
6976 — just 7 votes short of one half the number 
claimed to have been given for the People?s Consti- 
tution. Besides these facts, many votes not author- 
ized by that constitution, are known to have been 
received. The loose manner in which the meetings 
were held, and at which, every one, who would, 
was permitted to vote without challenge or question, 
justifies the belief that the spurious votes must have 
been numerous ; and it is extremely doubtful if the 
fact could be substantiated by any thing like legal 
testimony, that even 6,000 persons actwEdly voted, 
who were authorized to vote by the People's Con- 
stitution. On such flimsy grounds, rest the preten- 
sions of a body of men, who in the name of the peo- 
ple of the State, claim the reins of government. A 
body of men who cannot show by valid testimony, 
that their constitution has ever been sanctioned by 
a majority, and who, not having attempted to exhibit 
any such testimony, have been elected under that 
constitution, by little more than one fourth of the 
people, according to their own showing. If old 
established governments can be overthrown, by such 
a process, and new* ones instituted in their places, 
under the sanction of our National compact, then 
the sooner that compact is dissolved, the better ; for 
it is neither more nor less than mobocracy, which 
must, as mobocracy always must, end either in 
tyranny or despotism, or in the final utter destruc- 
tion of State or Nation. 

VOTES OF FREEMEN. 

The Suffrage Party have claimed that their 
Constitution was also adopted by a majority of the 
freemen, the legal voters under the existing . laws ; 
and firom which alleged fact they attempt to enforce 
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tim assertion that the legislative aatlieiificks, ibli^ 
iDimediateirepr«sentatiTes.of'tbe;lbeetned, are bonod 
to submit to the new intended government, in obe^ 
dience to tl^e supposed expreBsed ^iU^ff thdir eonsti- 
tuehts. 'This dogma, like allihe r esty is founded on 
mere assumption, witboot a shadow of legal m vaUd 
^dence to sustain it. 

'The naimber of votes claimed to. have been, given 
by freemen, is 4^027 ; and that ntinlber 'is set down 
as a majority of the freenien, or legal vot»s,'Of tbe 
State. • Thus, the whole number of freemen in tbe 
State, is assumed to be less than twice that num- 
ber, or less than 9,854. Suppose all these to be 
facts, who kiK)ws them ? For, in order that they be 
odmisi^ble as evidence, they must be known ; and 
known too,. in a manned to be sworn to. Has 
any pains been .taken by the advocates of the Peo- 
ple's Constitution to ascertain the number of fVee* 
men in the State ? And have they found the num- 
ber to be less than 9^854 ? And if so, have they 
arrivM^ at the t^svAt nHth that' definite certainty^ 
whdch will enable them to estcMi^ it on oath ? If 
not, of what utility to them can the estimate be ? 
They may guess at the nuiaber 9,860 — others may 
guess 10,000, or 12^00, more or less; and the 
guess work of others is as good as ^theirs. But not 
one of them is wortfi a groat. In this case, as in 
all others subjected to legislative or judicial inves* 
tigatioii, facts claimed must be substantiated by such 
testimony tenc^er oa^A, that will pass the oRDEAii of 
A court of law. It is hazarding nothing in this 
case, to say that no such testimony has been ten- 
dered, to shojv ;tbat 4,927 cpnstitjute a majority of 
the legal freemen of the State, or if that number 
were the majority, that so many voted for the Peo- 
ple's Constitution. Until such proof is made, what 
warrant hs^ve the Suffrage Party to call on thiB legis* 
lative authorities, the sworn Reprisseatadve of those 



Veterd,'to lay do\)v>n liber pDwer enfriisfted witfa'them, 
aBd>'to aid in overturning the gorernjoient they* am- 
wifohk te support. When the friends of the Poople'td* 
Oonslilinioii shait hate prdved hfine&ipMe^t^ 
debtee, tftat t&ey hddthe majority.) they^ claim^ theyi 
im&y ^ mahq the' demand with a better* gtaoer Thai ' 
prpof they have wgver mad^ Th^t propf they nev- 
er iwiVLxxx^e ; an^ that because thejr cannot make it^ 
In further evidence of th?se vie\vfli, look at the 
returns of the votes of freemen on two subsequent' 
occasions, when the instrument called the Landhold- 
ers' Constitution, was before the people.The Suffrage 
Party made all possible head against it. And among 
the freemen, the result of all their labors, was 2684 
votes against the constitution. Of these, most like- 
ly, the 684 were abolitionist and charter men, op- 
posed to both Constitutions ; leaving 2000 of them 
in favor of the People^s Constitution, and showing a 
falling off, of 2927 votes, compared with the num- 
ber claimed for the People's Constitution. A small 
portion of those who voted for the People's Consti- 
tution gave back ; but it will not be admitted by the 
friends of that constitution, that there were any thing 
like 2,400 voters of that description. What then, 
has become of them ? The truth is, 4,927 freemen 
never voted for that Constitution. What by means 
of carelessness and frauds, and other causes, many 
hundreds of votes were reported as votes of freemen, 
Avhich were not freemen. It is believed that, in the 
city of ftovidence alone, there were 300 such votes 
cast. It is known that there were many in other 
places. And, at the outside, not more than 4,000 
freemen voted for the People's Constitution. There 
are probably nearly or quite, 11,000 freemen in the 
State, and 8,622 actually voted in 1840j so that, in 
either case, there is no probability that the People's 
Constitution received a majority of the whole. But, 
be as it may, the proof must be required of the Suf- 
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firage Party ; and that proof, to be H>f mj tahA (ofcer 
must come under the sanction of an oathl . Without 
that, it is of no avail, and can do nothing towards 
establishing the claims of the People's Constitutioa. 
Is there any such testimony to offer ? lb is believed 
that no warden, moderator or clerkj will pretend it. 

N. B. — Since the foregoing pages were put in 
type, it has .been ascertained that Exeter returns 14 
votes, and Richmond 44. 
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